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PER CURI AM

Segundo M Cuallpa petitions for review an order of the
| mm gration and Naturalization Service reinstating a prior renoval
order. |Insofar as Guall pa chall enges the underlying renoval order,

we have no jurisdiction. See Padilla v. Ashcroft, 334 F.3d 921, 924

(9th Gir. 2003); Avila-Mcias v. Ashcroft, 328 F.3d 108, 115 (3d

Cr. 2003); see also Smth v. Ashcroft, 295 F.3d 425, 429 (4th Gr.

2002) . Furthernore, we find Guall pa was not prejudiced by the
procedures leading to the order reinstating the renoval order.
Accordingly, we deny the petition for review W dispense
with oral argunent because the facts and |egal contentions are
adequately presented in the materials before the court, and

argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.
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